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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . This action is responsive to amendment filed on September 2, 2008, where applicant 
amended claim 5 and cancelled claim 4. Claims 1-3,5-13 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

2. The previous 112 rejection is withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments, filed 9/2/2008, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-13 
have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 

4. On pgs 6-8 of Applicants remarks, Applicant argues that the definition of the limitation 
"service" is described in the specification in a way that Valadarsky does not teach. 

In reply, "service" is abroad limitation and has thus been broadly interpreted. It is noted 
that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., the specified portions of the specification) are 
not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

The claims have been rejected based upon their broadest reasonable interpretation. Any 
network element, module or feature can satisfy the broad limitation of "service". It is improper 
to import claim limitations from the specification (see MPEP 21 1 1.01). Applicant is thus given 
the opportunity to amend the claims to better reflect what Applicant intends to claim as the 
invention. 
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5. On pgs 10-11, Applicant argues that Valadarsky does not teach "alarms associated with a 
service". 

In reply, as noted above, "service" is abroad limitation and has thus been broadly 
interpreted. Valadarsky satisfies this broad limitation because Valadarsky discloses connected 
alarms (i.e. grouped) to a mutual root cause which could be something like a cable (i.e. service) 
alarm as mentioned in \ 355. 

6. On pg 13, Applicant argues that Valadarsky does not teach "arranging alarms according 
to a sequence...". 

In reply, the limitation "arranging" is broad and is thus broadly interpreted. Valadarsky 
satisfies this broad limitation because Valadarsky discloses arranging the behavior of alarms. 

7. Applicants claims are broad and are thus given their broadest reasonable interpretation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Valadarsky (US 
Patent Publication No 2002/0111755). 
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10. In reference to claim 1, Valadarsky teaches a method for describing a problem in a 
network comprising a number of network entities, the method comprising: 

selecting a subset of alarms associated with a service, said service having a unique 
identifier and being carried by a path in the network, the subset of alarms being selected from a 
list of alarms in the network flf 145 & K 355, Valadarsky discloses generating alarms); 

grouping alarms in the subset of alarms associated with said service in a number of 
groups of alarms, each group of alarms being associated with said service and a network entity (]f 
134 & K 335, Valadarsky discloses grouping correlated alarms); 

arranging the groups of alarms according to a sequence in which they appear in a 
traversal of one of the forward direction and return direction of the path of the service in the 
network flfs 366-369, Valadarsky discloses alarm traversal based on topology); 
and 

transforming each alarm in each group of the selected subset of alarms into a problem 
description for the service fl|s 160-162 & % 382-384, Valadarsky discloses alarm description 
based on root-cause). 

11. In reference to claim 2, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of providing a corrective procedure in response to at least one alarm in said 
subset of alarms flf 105). 

12. In reference to claim 3, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 1, wherein 
said grouping further associates each group of alarms with a type of said network entity, where a 
type of said network entity is one of: a node, a bay, a quadrant, a slot, a card and a port flf 355). 
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13. In reference to claim 4, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 1, wherein the 
step of grouping comprises associating each alarm in the subset of alarms with one of the 
network entities carrying the service fl| 134 & 335). 

14. In reference to claim 5, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 1 , wherein the 
step of grouping comprises associating at least one alarm in the subset of alarms with at least two 
of network entities carrying the service fl[ 134 & U 335). 

15. In reference to claim 6, Valadarsky teaches a method for describing a problem in a 
network comprising a number of network entities, the method comprising: 

selecting a subset of alarms associated with a service, said service having a unique 
identifier and being carried by a path in the network, the subset of alarms being selected from a 
list of alarms in the network fl| 145 & H 355); 

grouping alarms in the subset of alarms associated with said service in a number of 
groups of alarms, each group of alarms being associated with said service and a network entity (]} 
134 &t 335); 

arranging the groups of alarms according to a sequence in which they appear in a 
traversal of one of the forward direction and return direction of the path of the service in the 
network fljs 366-369); and 

transforming each alarm in each group of the selected subset of alarms into a problem 
description for the service fl[s 160-162 & f> 382-384); 

wherein the step of transforming each alarm further comprises the step of forming at least 
one template including text substitution markers fl|s 383-406). 
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16. In reference to claim 7, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 6, wherein the 
text substitution markers correspond to network entities (]fs 383-406). 

17. In reference to claim 8, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 6, wherein 
said path is a two way path and the step of arranging the groups of alarms comprises arranging 
the groups of alarms in a direction of the path from the beginning of the path to an end of the 
path 5s 366-369). 

18. In reference to claim 9, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 6, wherein 
said path is a two way path and the step of arranging the groups of alarms comprises arranging 
the groups of alarms in a direction of the path from an end of the path to the beginning of the 
path dfs 366-369). 

19. In reference to claim 10, Valadarsky teaches a method for describing a problem in a 
network comprising a number of network entities, the method comprising: 

selecting a subset of alarms associated with a service, said service having a unique 
identifier and being carried by a path in the network, the subset of alarms being selected from a 
list of alarms in the network (If 145 & U 355); 

grouping alarms in the subset of alarms associated with said service in a number of 
groups of alarms, each group of alarms being associated with said service and a network entity (]f 
134 &t 335); 

arranging the groups of alarms according to a sequence in which they appear in a 
traversal of one of the forward direction and return direction of the path of the service in the 
network fl|s 366-369); and 
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transforming each alarm in each group of the selected subset of alarms into a problem 
description for the service fl|s 160-162 & f> 382-384); 

wherein the type of problem comprises one or more of the following types of problems: a 
missing channel identification alarm; an unexpected channel identification alarm; a loss of 
signal alarm; and a channel power out of range alarm (]} 384). 

20. In reference to claim 1 1 , Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 1 , wherein 
the description is a verbal description flf 484-492). 

21. In reference to claim 1 2, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 1 1 , wherein 
the description is a text description flf 484-492). 

22. In reference to claim 13, Valadarsky teaches a method as described in claim 1, wherein 
the description is a pictorial description fl| 484-492). 



Conclusion 



23. The above rejections are based upon the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims. 
Applicant is advised that the specified citations of the relied upon prior art, in the above 
rejections, are only representative of the teachings of the prior art, and that any other supportive 
sections within the entirety of the reference (including any figures, incorporation by references, 
claims and/or priority documents) is implied as being applied to teach the scope of the claims. 

24. Applicant may not introduce any new matter to the claims or to the specification. For any 
subsequent response that contains new/amended claims, Applicant is required to cite its 
corresponding support in the specification. (See MPEP chapter 2163.03 section (I.) and chapter 
2163.04 section (I.) and chapter 2163.06) 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RAMY M. OSMAN whose telephone number is (571)272-4008. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ramy M Osman/ October 30, 2008 

Primary Examiner (Temp), Art Unit 2457 



